6                   STATUS OF INDIAN PRINCES
in other words, that the sovereigns in alliance with the
Queen are tinder obligation to the Paramount Power
to order and arrange their internal concerns so as to
render such intervention unnecessary,f
To take only one instance, when the State of
Kashmir was created, the Maharaja was informed by
the Treaty of Amritsar of 1846 that he received it
4 in independent charge.' Yet two years later the
Governor-General informed the Maharaja that, * in no
case will the British Government be the blind instrument
of a ruler's injustice towards his people, and if, in
spite of friendly warnings, the evil, of which the British
Government may have just cause to complain, be not
corrected a system of direct interference must be
resorted to.' * There is no obligation,' wrote Lord
Hardinge on the 7th January 1848 to the Maharaja
of Kashmir, * on the part of the British Government,
to force the people to submit to a ruler who has
deprived himself of their allegiance by his misconduct.'
Writing to the Gaekwar of Baroda on the 25th July
1875 Lord Northbrook laid down the obiter dictum
that * misrule on the part of a Government which is
upheld by the British power, is misrule, in the respons-
ibility of which the British Government becomes in a
measure involved.' Earlier, the annexation of Oudh
was justified, as the * only means of removing the
reproach to which the British Government was exposed
by supporting with its arms and protection ""a system
of tyranny.'
Conclusion
To sum up then, the relationship that unites the
British Government and the Indian States may thus
be described as * a nexus of rights and duties which
have expanded and will continue to expand as the
circumstances which surround the union vary in the
course of years. * The assumption of the Imperial title
in 1858 established an identity of interests between